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Figure 2:  Box-plot comparing the volume of material lost from the male and 
female taper surfaces
p < 0.001






Female Taper (n = 30)
Male Taper (n = 30)
Figure 3:  Box-plot comparing corrosion scores for the male and female taper surfaces. A significantly 
higher proportion of female taper surfaces exhibited evidence of at least mild corrosion (p < 0.0001)
Corrosion Score
(1 = none, 2 = mild, 3 = moderate, 4 = severe
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